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in the bill.- There is not a defined ben-
ofit. We do not know what drugs they
would 'pay for, whether they would
have to be in the formulary, not in the
formulary. We do not know what it
would be. If T ever saw a pig in a poke,
this is it.

Mr. - LARSON of Connecticut Mr.
Speaker, If the gentleman will yield on
that.

"Mr. BERRY. I will be glad to yield to
the gentleman from Connecticut.

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I espe-
cially want to comment on the re-
marks of the gentleman from Texas
earlier with respect to insuring this
initiative. I hail from the great city of

. Bast Hartford, in Hartford, home of the
insurance industry, and I am very
proud of that. But as the gentleman
from Texas indicated earlier, under
oath, people in the insurance industry
understand that this is a sham; that
this is something which simply cannot
be underwritten; that actuarially it is
impossible to ensure this kind of risk.
And they do so candidly.

In talking to one CEO, he said this
would be like trying to underwrite get-
ting a haircut. So to perpetrate this
kind of a' sham and a myth on the el-
derly is outrageous. And the only thing
more outrageous is the high prices that
they .are paying. And the.only thing
more outrageous than that would be if
we do .not have an . opportunity  to
present a Democra.tic alternative here
on. the floor.

I commend the' gentleman from Ar-
kansas and the gentleman from Texas
for their long-standing work and ef-
forts in this specific area, But even the

" insurance industry CEOs understand
this is a sham; that it cannot work;
that it cannot possibly be priced where
anyone who need this benefit could af-
ford to purchase the 1nsurance that
would cover it.

Mr: BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Connecticut. Ang,

as I said when I began, it is sad that weg:

are back on this floor once again ‘to
have to talk about this issue when we
have senior citizens and other Ameri-
cans all over this country today that
are being put at a tremendous dis-
advantage just because we have contin-
ued to allow the prescription drug
manufacturers in this country to rob
them.’ }

In Washington, D.C., we have a mul-
titude of strategists, consultants, and
people that read polls to figure out a
strategy to win politically. What the
strategists have told our colleagues
across the aisle is it does not matter
whether they pass anything or not, it
does not matter whether they help the
people that are getting robbed, it does
not matter whether they provide a se-
rious prescription drug benefit for sen-
ior citizens or not. The only thing that
matters is to vote for something; make
them think we are going to do some-
thing.

That is just simply not the right
thing to do. There are many Members
in this House on both sides of the aisle,
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and we just had & couple of Repub-
licans earlier this afternoon talk about
how unfair it is that Americans pay

.more than anyone else for their medi-

cine. They have the, right idea about
prescription medicine for America.
What we would like t0 do is, for once,
in the 107th Congress, let us all come
together to solve a real problem and to
do away with a.serious injustice to the
American people and to our senior citi-
Ze;
. Like 1 said a while’ a.go, we ca.n do
this. We know how to do it. This is not
rocket science. The interesting thing is
that there are many financial analysts
that have looked at this and said if we
do the right thing, make this medicine
affordable, the drug. companies will
still make more money because they
are going to sell a lot more product.
Right now, we have got senior citi-
zens and other Americans that just
simply do not take their medicine be-
cause they cannot afford it. Imagine a
horror movie where there is a terrible,
unscrupulous, evil person  that owns
and has in their possession the medi-
cine to save someone’s life, and they
sit across the table from that person
and hold it just out of their reach, and
laugh and ridicule them and make fun
of them because they cannot afford it.

They. would have control. That is a

scene that none of us would appreciate
nor would want to bé a part of. But ef-
fectively that is what we do In this
country when we allow the drug com-
panies to' overprice their product a,nd
overcharge the American people.

All we are asking for is a free market
situation. Take away the monopoly.
Let the market do its work. I am con-
fident that if we do that, we will solve
an enormous problem. We will do a lot
of people a lot of good, and the drug
companies. will make just as much, if
not more, money than they are making
right now.

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman

from Connecticut.
Mr. LARSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Arkansas and
again applaud both he and the gen-
tleman from Texas for their continued
efforts on this floor, along with our dis-
tinguished colleague, the gentleman
from Maine (Mr. ALLEN), who has also
been outspoken with respect to. this
important issue.

The gentleman from Texas, I think,
outlined very succinctly the issue we
face here. So many seniors have waited
in anticipation, after hearing every
Presidential candidate, both through-
out the primary season and then into
the election of 2000, talk about how
this was the most important issue fac-
ing not only seniors, but Americans in
general, and to have virtually almost
every Member of Congress and mem-
bers of State legislative bodies as well
come forward and say this is: the most
important issue to seniors. And so
while we have universal agreement
that this is the most important issue
confronting our senior population, to
date we have not seen anything come
to the floor.
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What an outrage. What a shame. A
great Republican President once said,
-you can fool some of the people some of
the time, but the American public will
not _be fooled by sleight of hand, will
not be fooled by ‘sham proposals. They
want a straightforward, direct answer.

We should have open debate on this
floor about an issue that everyone uni-
versally agrees with should be debated.
It is our sincere hope that we have a bi-
partisan resolution. I heard the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. GUT-
KNECHT) on the floor earlier pleading
about the cost of price and the gen-
tleman from Georgia talking about the
cost of price and the need for us to get
this under control. So, ‘therefore, we
ought to have an open debate on this
issue, but the American public should
be tuned in and understand and be able
to see proposals side by each and make
up their minds on who is putting for-
ward a proposal that best suits their
needs.

This generation that has been her-
alded by Tom Brokaw and others as the
greatest generation ever, this genera-
tion that has been heralded in the mov-
ies, in books, on the radio, what do
they say? They say the time for lip
service is over, the. time for platitudes
is. through; provide us with a prescrip-
tion drug policy: that ‘works, -that i§
universal. As the gentleman from
Texad (Mr. TURNER) pointed out, that
should have ‘been  included. under the

" Medicare provision in 1965 so that sen-

iors everywhere would have the oppor-
tunity to get  prescription drugs at a
price they can afford.

The gentleman from Minnesota (Mr.
GUTKNECHT) articulated it very well
earlier. What we have done is we have

- turned our senior population into réfu-

gees from their own health care sys-
tem, refugees that have to leave their
own country and travel to Canada to
afford the prescription drugs that they
need to sustain their lives.

Is that how we treat the greatest
generation ever? Is that how we award
our veterans for their valiant service,
that when they need their Nation most
in the twilight of their years, when
they want to live out their final days
in dignity, we are arguing over the cost
of a plan? Then if there is a difference
between the plans, and the difference is
the cost, let the parties be known by
what they stand for and whom they are
willing to stand up for, and if it is a
matter of cost, then the cost has al-
ready been paid, and it has been paid
for dearly by the sacrifice of genera-
tion after generation of Americans, es-
pecially those who came back and re-
built this Nation, who provided their
children with the best education ever,
that saw this great country rise to the
preeminent military, economic, social
leader in the world, and for their
thanks they are deserving of living out
their final days in dignity.

I commend the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. TURNER), I applaud the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BERRY),
but I recognize deeply as well that
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there is an outrage that is being per-
petrated. Americans everywhere should
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offers 22 percent of the savings and the
Democratic plan offers over twice as

be phoning in and calling and making much.
sure. Perhaps maybe some would agree @ -Mr, LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.

and argue and say, you know what, we
think perhaps their approach is better.
Then fine. This is America. This is a
democracy. Let us lay that proposal
out as we are told we are going to see
next week, but allow the Democratic
proposal. I can’t believe I am saying
this in this Chamber. Allow the Demo-
cratic proposal. Of course the Demo-
cratic proposal should be presented
side by each, and it should be fully de-
bated. That is what Americans expect.
‘That is the premise on which this Na-
tion was founded. Let it take place. Let
it unfold as it well-should next week
when we have an opportunity to see
both plans side by each.

The only thing more outrageous than
the price that everyone agrees on,
whether they be from Minnesota or
Georgia or Texas, Connecticut or Ar-
kangsas, is that these prices are way too
high, and the people who are paying
the price are our senior citizens, those
all too often who least can afford to do
it. So, therefore, the only thing that
would be more outrageous than the
prices "that they are already paying
would be for us in this body not to have
an open and fair debate where every
Member gets to come down and speak
their mind under an open rule on this,
what everyone agrees universally is the
most important issue that faces our
senior citizens, those in the twilight of

Speaker, they could not afford to sign
up. It is impossible to underwrite that
actuarially. Every insurance man and
CEO will say that.. They have sworn
under oath that is the case. The gen-
tleman is right about this being a de-
fining moment, not only for the respec-
tive parties, but for America and for
this Chamber. Between this body and
the other body, there are 535 Members.
There are over 600 pharmaceutical lob-
byists currently working the Hill. It is
time to decide who is going to have
their say in the well of this House and
on this floor, whether it.-is going to be
the money changers or whether it is
going to be the men and women of this
Chamber who are going to be allowed
to vote up or down, to have a say on
the proposal that they are putting
forth, the Democratic proposal the gen-
tleman has espoused this evening.

. Mr. TURNER. When the gentleman
says that, it makes me realize how dif-
ficult it is to break through when the
Republican friends are so beholden to
the pharmaceutical industry for their
campaign contributions. It is definitely
a factor that weighs heavily in this de-
bate because we cannot get control
over prescription drug costs unless we
are willing to step forward and tell the
pharmaceutical manufacturers they
have to offer the Américan people the
same prices they offer people anywhere
else in the world.

their lives who deserve to live out @ Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr.

those final days in dignity.
O 1630

I thank the  gentlemen from Texas
and Arkansas for their support and
continue to laud their efforts.

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr.
LARSON), and I appreciate the passion
with which he speaks on this issue,
which I think is the most important
issue that we face. It clearly is an issue
that has defined more clearly than any
other the difference in viewpoint be-
tween the Democratic Party and the
Republican Party in this House of Rep-
resentatives. I am amazed as I try to
deal with this issue and talk to my sen-
iors when they struggle to know why
can the two parties not sit down and
figure this out for seniors. They
thought it was going to be done after
the last Presidential election.

It bréeaks my heart to have to explain
to them the difficulty that we are hav-
ing getting this done in Washington,
and the reasons that we are having
trouble are totally inexcusable. It is
not just a matter of the fact that our
plan provides a more generous benefit
for seniors. In fact, I believe that our
plan is the only plan that seniors
would want to sign up for because our
plan and the Republican plan are both
voluntary. If seniors do not want it,
they do not sign up and pay the pre-
mium. I do not think that they will
sign up for an insurance plan that only

Speaker, the gentleman is absolutely
right. This is tantamount to the same
vote we had on campaign finance re-
form. This is truly a profile-in-courage
vote. And the vote here is merely just
to allow two programs to appear side
by each, the best effort of one party,
the best effort of another party, and
then to vote that issue up or down. We
are told that perhaps even votes to re-
commit will not be allowed.

A vote to recommit in my mind is
inane anywhere, and it is an abroga-
tion of our responsibility and duty, es-
pecially since every single Member has
campaigned on this issue in their dis-
trict. It is a shame that Members who
are not chairs of committees and who
do not normally get a chance to speak
unless they come after business is done
will not have an opportunity to speak
on this issue. Every voice in this
Chamber should be heard on this spe-
cific issue.

This is the issue, after all, as the gen-
tleman points out, that everyone cam-
paigned on. There can be no more hid-
ing. There can be no more putting this
off., Seniors cannot wait. Each day that
we delay is another evening that a cou-
ple spends, or a single person spends at
night trying to decide how they can af-
ford what they have to pay for the cost
of their prescription drugs or what
they have to pay to heat and/or cool
their home or the very food that they
need to place on their table to sustain
them.
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We are a better Nation than thé,t. We
are a better Chamber than that. On
both sides of .the aisle I believe both

‘parties want to see a vote on this issue.

Let us make sure that we get a chance
in an open rule to have an opportunity
to vote-our conscience, our hearts, and
vote with the senior citizens of this
great Nation of ours.

URNER. Mr. Speaker, the
American people deserve to have the
opportunity to choose between these
two competing plans, and they will not
have the opportunity to choose be-
tween the two plans if the Republican
leadership denies the Democratic cau-
cus an opportunity to offer our alter-
native plan. It is amazing as we stand
here this afternoon on the floor of the
House of Representatives, with thou-
sands of seniors listening to this dis-
cussion, at this very moment the phar-
maceutical industry is running tele-
vision ads trying to promote this Re-
publican plan in almost every State in
this Nation.

In fact, I watched one of the ads this
weekend when I was in my district.
The ad said it was paid for by United
Seniors Association, and has a senior
citizen actor talking about the benefits
of the Republican plan. Not many peo-
ple know that the United Seniors Asso-
ciation is a front group for the pharma-
ceutical manufacturers, well reported,
well known in the major newspapers;
but many seniors will never notice, and
they will think that ad is talking
about something that is good for them.
But the only folks that Republican
plan is good for is the pharmaceutical
industry which backs it 100 percent.

I think it is important for us to be
honest with the American people about
this debate. It is not only a debate of
the power of the pharmaceutical indus-
try versus the rest of the people in this
country and our seniors, it is a battle
that involves the issue of what do we
really think about Medicare. The
Democrats in this House believe Medi-
care has been a successful program for
our seniors. One of the reasons, in addi-
tion to the opposition to the pharma-
ceutical industry, one other’ reason
that our Republican friends will not
support the plan we propose is because
we add the prescription drug benefit as
a part of the regular Medicare pro-
gram. One of the agendas in the Repub-
lican prescription drug plan is to move
this country away from regular Medi-
care into what we commonly call
Medicare+Choice plans that are run
and offered by the insurance industry.

Now, I come from a rural area, and
there were a few Medicare+Choice
plans offered a couple of years ago, and
some of my seniors signed up for them
because the health insurance compa-
nies said they would give them a little
prescription drug benefit. Those pri-
vate plans have sent out notice to sen-
iors their plan is cancelled, and they
are back on regular Medicare won-
dering how they are going to get any
help with their prescription drugs.

Some people act like the private in-
surance industry is ready to offer



